
The sky is falling! The sky is falling! 

Thursday, March 07, 2002 

By David Suzuki 


Critics have called me 
an alarmist, a fear- 
monger, and a 
doomsayer for 
expressing my concerns 
about environmental 
issues — even though 
my concerns come from 
interviewing scientists 
all over the world and 
reading peer-reviewed 
research. 

So I couldn't help but 
shake my head at the 
kind of media coverage 
an industry report on the 

costs of the Kyoto Protocol received last week. Some of it bordered on hysterical. 



One national Canadian newspaper, the National Post, ran a story with a banner 
headline across the top of the front page claiming that the cost of the Kyoto 
agreement to reduce greenhouse gas emissions was "pegged" at 450,000 lost 
jobs. How do they figure? 


They figure by playing with numbers to fit a predetermined agenda. The "study" 
that got so much coverage (front pages and big articles in newspapers across the 
country) was a document from the Canadian Manufacturers and Exporters, an 
industry association. The report listed no formal author and was not peer 
reviewed. But you certainly wouldn't know that from the coverage it received. 
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The article in the National Post was particularly comical in its alarmist tone, 
reminiscent of old television commercials funded by the Global Climate Coalition 
(an industry lobby group), where actors portraying "average" Americans 
complained that Kyoto would somehow cause old people to fall over in the dark 
and force everyone to drive tiny cars. After reading the Post article, one is left 
with the impression that the Kyoto agreement is some evil foreign scheme plotted 
by unwashed anarchists under the dim glow of candlelight, determined to push 
Canada back into the stone age. 


The Kyoto Protocol actually came about only after thousands of scientists, 
researchers, and economists reviewed thousands of studies to come up with a 
reasonable course of action to start slowing global warming. Then politicians got 
involved and haggled over ways to make the transition easier for their countries. 

Canada pushed for many concessions to big industry and won most of them. 

Reaching agreement on the Kyoto Protocol was a long, comprehensive and 
consultative process. It won't stop global warming, but it's an important first 
step. 
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S90 levels by 2012. The Canadian Manufacturers and Exporters report says 
unequivocally that meeting this target will require "radical" changes in our 
lifestyles. It says, "We would all have to: Drive less, drive smaller cars ... Re¬ 
instate our homes ... Pay up to 100 percent more for electricity; and Pay more 
taxes. Oh, and a half-million of us will lose our jobs. 

If reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 6 percent does all these things, then 
people in Toronto must all be unemployed, living in tents, and eating grubs by 
now. That city has reduced municipal emissions by 67 percent and actually has 
made money in the process. Being energy efficient actually saves money because 
it reduces waste. Why would that be a bad thing? 

According to the industry report, "The issue of climate change is about global 
warming - it is not about air quality or smog." Oh really? I suppose this strange 
statement allows the authors to free themselves from the fact that reducing 
greenhouse gases will also greatly reduce air pollution that kills 16,000 Canadians 
prematurely every year and costs millions in health care dollars. The report also 
completely ignores the enormous costs that a changing climate will have on 
Canada s economy. It ignores new business opportunities for efficient industries 
And it ignores the savings to consumers who won't have to spend money on 
wasted energy. y 

The global warming discussion has entered an interesting new phase. Just five 
years ago, big industry groups were making headlines by saying that global 
warming didn't exist. After years of having their claims consistently proved false 
by scientists, they are now saying that global warming is a problem, but slowing 
it will be far too expensive. Five years from now, those claims too will be exposed 
for the fear-mongering that they are. 


s 

Let us know what you think about this story 
ENN's Forum Discussion Area. 
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To discuss this topic with others, visit the 
discussion forum at the David Suzuki 
Foundation . 
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Bush Leans Toward New Agency to Control Who and 
What Enter 


Wed Mar 20, 8:57 AM ET 


By DA VID E. SANGER and ERIC SCHMITT The New York Times 


ferkj?im* WASHINGTON, March 19 President Bush ( news - web sites ! appears likely to accept a 
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proposal from his domestic defense advisers to merge parts of the embattled Immigration 
and Naturalization Service and the Customs Service into a new agency that would exert 
firmer control over who and what enters the country, administration officials said. 

The recommendation, which came at a meeting of the Homeland Security Council 
conducted this morning by Mr. Bush, signals a significant retreat for the director of 
homeland security, Tom Ridge. 

Mr. Ridge had advocated a far more ambitious plan that involved creating an agency 
including other major government entities that defend America's borders, like the Coast 
Guard and parts of the Agriculture Department. But he had to back off in the face of 
objections from agencies that recoiled at the prospect of losing major parts of their 
departments and budgets. 




Mr. Bush has not made a decision, telling his advisers at the end of the meeting today, 
let you know." 


Til 


Even when he announces his decision, it is subject to approval by Congress, where the Senate majority leader, Tom 
Daschle, expressed considerable skepticism today. 

"I'm not sure this is the answer," Mr. Daschle told reporters, repeating his demands that Mr. Ridge testify before 
Congress, a move the White House has resisted. 


The new border control agency would fall under the control of the Justice Department ( news - web sites ), officials 
said, despite Mr. Ridge's concern that a more radical shift of control is required. The immigration service, which 
includes the Border Patrol, has long been a part of the Justice Department, which has apparently been unable to solve 
the mismanagement of its operations. 

An administration official said that when Mr. Ridge visited a site on the border with Mexico this month, he was 
surprised to discover "representatives of lots of different departments," including the Drug Enforcement 
Administration, the Customs Service and the Border Patrol, each working on different initiatives that were not 
coordinated because each answered to different bosses. 


At today's meeting, the new proposal won the blessing of Attorney General John Ashcroft (news - web sites ! who 


























































oversees the immigration agency, and Treasury Secretary Paul H. O'Neill, whose department governs the Customs 
Service. The opinion of the two cabinet officials is likely to influence the president's decision. 

The new agency would combine the Customs Service with the border enforcement functions of the immigration 
service, including the Border Patrol and possibly immigration inspectors. The I.N.S. is already reorganizing itself to 
separate its enforcement and service duties, which often have conflicting mandates. "The exact composition of 
whatever this new agency will be is still being worked out," said one Justice Department official. 

Placing the new agency within Justice rather than creating an independent Cabinet-level department, as some in 
Congress have proposed, was an important step in winning Mr. Ashcroft's support. "We support a cohesive, 
seamless coordination of border security by having it all under one entity," said one law enforcement official familiar 
with the Justice Department's position. 

Today the commissioner of the immigration service, James W. Ziglar, sounded less than enthusiastic about the plan. 
"Assuming the president approves that, the details of how that will work out probably involve quite bit of work to be 
done," Mr. Ziglar said at a luncheon speech. "This is one of those things that you'd have to transition over a couple 
of years." 

Asked later about his remarks, Mr. Ziglar said he endorsed the proposal and would support any decision Mr. Bush 
made. But he is hardly in a good negotiating position. He is trying to hold on to his job after an immigration agency 
contractor sent visa extensions last week to two of the presumed hijackers of Sept. 11, six months after they died 
attacking the World Trade Center. The visas were approved before the hijackings. 

Mr. Ziglar told a House Judiciary Committee ( news - web sites) panel today that the immigration service was 
considering changes governing visitor and student visas. One change would shorten the length of a visitor's visa to 
30 days from six months. Another would require foreigners to obtain student visas before they start classes. 
Currently, foreign students can start classes before their visas are approved, as did Mohamed Atta and Marwan al- 
Shehhi, the two terrorists whose visa receipts arrived at their flight school in Florida last week. 

While the move of the Customs Service helps put what Mr. Ridge calls "a single face" at the border, it also puts the 
Justice Department in the business of collecting tariffs on goods imported to the United States. That is the main task 
of the Customs Service, which was created by the first Congress of the United States, and it essentially puts the 
attorney general, whose staff has little economic training, in charge of one of the more complex tasks in America's 
economic relations with its major trading partners. 

"The idea of Customs going over to Justice will drive the Customs people insane," said a House Republican aide 
who has been involved in the debate on reorganizing the agencies. 

More than 1.3 million people, 340,000 vehicles and 58,000 shipments, it is estimated, enter the United States every 
day. 

Outside analysts said today they suspected that Mr. Ridge himself was less than happy with the compromise 
presented to the president. 

"Ridge wanted to have a much larger consolidation," said Ivo Daalder, a senior fellow at the Brookings Institution. 
"And he wanted an independent agency. In essence, Ridge lost, because he wanted to make sure that border issues 
were not subject to the control of any other cabinet agency. And the attorney general won." 

Mr. Bush's imminent decision on a border agency fed an escalating debate on Capitol Hill today about Mr. Ridge's 
accountability to Congress. Mr. Bush has argued that Mr. Ridge, as a presidential adviser, is not required to testify 
before lawmakers. 

But senior Democrats and Republicans called on the White House to drop their objections. 




"It's important for Mr. Ridge to do what all of his counterparts do: come before the appropriate committees of 
Congress and justify the budget and justify the policy decisions that they've made," Mr. Daschle said. 

Senator John McCain, Republican of Arizona, said Mr. Ridge need not defend budgets but should testify on broader 
policy issues. "He's the head of a homeland security," Mr. McCain said. "All Americans are hearing from Tom Ridge. 
All of the Congress should, too." 

Senator Trent Lott of Mississippi, the Republican leader, has met with senior White House officials to broker a 
compromise that would have Mr. Ridge meet privately with senators. Mr. Daschle appeared to shoot down that idea. 
"They've offered that Mr. Ridge come to S-407 to speak with us in secret about his budget and his responsibilities," 
he said, referring to a secure room high in the Capitol where war plans and other classified matters are discussed. 
"But there isn't anything secret involved here. This isn't a secret issue." 
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Cheney Winds Up Trip Without Iraq Mandate 

Wed Mar 20, 6:31 AM ET 


By Randall Mikkelsen 


ANKARA (Reuters) - Vice President Dick Cheney (news - web sites ) left the Middle East Wednesday, lacking a 
mandate for action against Iraqi President Saddam Hussein (news - web site s) but playing a card aimed at winning an 
Israeli-Palestinian cease-fire. 


Photos 



Reuters Photo 

Audio/Video 


& Cheney Meets With 
Kuwait's Emir (AP) 


Cheney was returning to Washington after a 12-country, 10-day trip to Britain and the 
Middle East. 

The trip sought support for further steps in the U.S.-led "war on terrorism" and 
Washington's campaign to deprive Iraq of weapons of mass destruction it believes Baghdad 
is developing. 

But at stop after stop Cheney met Arab leaders who he acknowledged were preoccupied 
with the surging Middle East conflict and who said Iraq was a far less pressing priority. 

The message he received was that there would be no support for tough action against Iraq 
while Middle East violence raged. 


An early warning came last week from Jordan’s King Abdullah, the first Arab leader he met on the trip and a key 
U.S. ally. Jordan's location, sandwiched between Iraq and Israel, makes it particularly sensitive to both issues. 

"I have told him (Cheney) that the Middle East cannot support two wars at the same time - the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict and an American intervention against Iraq," Abdullah told Le Figaro newspaper in Paris. 


"To attack Baghdad now would be a disaster. The security and stability of our region would not be able to cope with 
it." 


Cheney has said he was not in the region to organize military action against Iraq. 

"Military action is not imminent, and that's what I said at every stop," Cheney told reporters Wednesday. But he has 
said the issue of Iraq's weapons goals must be addressed. 


ARAFAT MEETING 

Several Arab leaders urged the United States to become more involved in the Israeli-Palestinian peace process, and 
to call on Israel to let Palestinian leader Yasser Arafat (news - websites) attend an Arab summit in Beirut next week 
at which a new Saudi peace proposal will be discussed. 

























































Cheney responded in Israel Tuesday with an offer to meet Arafat as early as next week if he reins in the violence and 
implements a plan brokered by CIA (news - web sites ) Director George Tenet to enforce a truce. 

The vice president could hold the meeting as early as Monday, most probably in Egypt. A senior U.S. official said 
Cheney would most likely use the meeting - an important public relations coup for Arafat -- to stress the U.S. 
position that Arafat must implement agreements to enforce a cease-fire. 

Such a meeting could help pave the way for President Bush ( news - web sites) to end his boycott on meeting Arafat. 
It could also help ease a perception of what Arabs leaders complain is favoritism in U.S. Middle East policy. 

Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon (news - web sites) told a news conference with Cheney that Israel would let 
Arafat travel to the summit - on the same conditions as for a meeting with Cheney - adding that he must deliver a 

peaceful message. 

Cheney’s task of rallying Arab support against Iraq proved harder now than in the runup to the 1991 Gulf War (news 
- web sites! . 

"What Washington wants the Arab world to endorse is an attempt to overthrow a sovereign nation's legitimate 
government in the name of terrorism," the Qatar English-language newspaper The Peninsula said in an editorial 
Monday, the day after Cheney met the country's leaders. 

But one major accomplishment of Cheney's trip was that he simply paid attention to Arab leaders, who had been 
disappointed with what some viewed as lack of interest on Bush's part. 

Cheney, a former defense secretary in the Gulf War and oil industry executive, renewed personal relationships with 
Arab leaders in royal palaces and in presidential homes. 

"The schmooze factor is very important," said analyst Judith Kipper of the Center for Strategic and International 
Studies. 

"He's obviously coming away with a clear picture of what's necessary," she said. "They need high level visits, they 
need to be informed, they need to be consulted. They've been complaining about this for 30 years. 
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Sen. Lott’s Retribution 


Tuesday, March 19,2002; Page A20 

JUDGING FROM the way Trent Lott lashed out following the Judiciary Committee's rejection of his friend and 
fellow Mississippi, U.S. District Judge Charles Pickering, as a nominee to the 5th Circuit Court of Appeals, it may 
be, as they say in the helping professions, that the senator has some anger issues to address. Within hours of Judge 
Pickering's party-line defeat, Sen. Lott moved to block a $1.5 million request by the committee to conduct a probe 
related to Sept. 11 miscues, obstructed the nomination of an aide to Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle to the 
Federal Communications Commission, and signaled that there may be more parliamentary choke points where those 
came from: "You'll see it in a lot of ways and in a lot of days," warned Sen. Lott. He is clearly behaving as a victim 
done wrong. That is a worrisome mind-set because, as minority leader, Mr. Lott's current impulsive, negative method 
of dealing with his anger could disrupt the Senate's important work. 

This isn't to say Mr. Lott doesn't have some cause to be a bit touchy these days. The past 10 months haven t been 
exactly peachy. The Pickering debacle is only the latest in a string of personal reversals that could leave even the most 
self-confident legislator feeling a bit unappreciated. First of all, last May Jim Jeffords, Mr. Lott's good friend and a 
fellow crooner in the "Singing Senators" quartet, defected from the Republican Party, giving Democrats a majority 
and costing Mr. Lott the best job he ever had as the Senate's powerful leader. Next, Sen. Lott had to watch as his 
Mississippi friend and ally, Curt Hebert, resigned from the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission because of 
disagreements with the Bush administration's stance on energy deregulation. That was followed by the recent ouster 
of Mike Parker, another Trent Lott friend and Mississippian, as civilian head of the Army Corps of Engineers. Now, 
on the heels of Mr. Parker's forced resignation, the Senate's top Republican finds himself unable even to deliver the 
goods for a longtime friend and a home state judge who probably would not have been nominated by President Bush 
were it not for Sen. Lott's sponsorship and strong backing. Judge Pickering, a jurist of slim talents, should have been 
refused a seat on the appeals court. But his rejection must be especially hard for Sen. Lott to swallow. 

Is that cause, however, for a senior senator to become passive- (or not-so-passive-) aggressive, striking out at his 
perceived enemies indirectly through acts of petty destructiveness? Sen. Lott s irrational response is only going to 
escalate an already unhealthy political climate in the Senate. The senator should do some deep breathing and consider 
the possibility that no one is out to get him, that Mississippi can do better than Judge Pickering, and that even as 
minority leader, he's still got a job that keeps him out of the sun. 
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MARCH 19, 2002 
WASHINGTON WATCH 

By Howard Gleckman 


No One Blames Bush for Anything 


These days, when something goes wrong (like the economy), the President's minions suffer slings and arrows, 
while he remains unscathed 

Remember the Teflon Presidency of Ronald Reagan? Well, George W. Bush isn't just covered in Teflon — it's 
almost as if he's wearing a halo. Thanks mostly to the events of September 11, people are afraid to criticize his 
Administration. And even when they do, the complaints are directed at members of his Cabinet or White House 
staffers. Nobody gets mad at George Bush. 

Think about it. Bush enjoys accolades for cracking down on terrorism, while his Attorney General, John Ashcroft, 
gets blasted for trampling civil liberties. The economy turns sour, and millions of people lose their jobs — but 
nobody blames the President. Instead, the verbal asides of blunt-spoken Treasury Secretary Paul H. O'Neill get 
dissected and criticized in the media. 

buck stops where? This isn't to say the latest decline in the business cycle was Bush's fault. But in the past, 
people have always ultimately held the occupant of the White House accountable when the economy turned south. 
Not this time. Polls show Bush's personal popularity remains sky high -- 75% to 80%. And even when rated on his 
handling of the economy, Bush has the backing of 60% or so of the public. 

Then there's the matter of his saber-rattling against Iraq. In recent weeks, the President has not only threatened to 
topple Saddam Hussein but he has also begun dropping veiled hints that even the use of nuclear weapons might be 
in play in the war on terrorism. 

This either is incredibly reckless or it represents a fundamental change in U.S. policy. It appears to be the only time 
in history that a U.S. President has so publicly threatened nuclear war against another nation. Even in the depths of 
the Cold War, no Chief Executive ever talked this way. 

Yet, Bush's remarks were barely a one-day story. Reagan once joked about starting a war against the Soviet Union. 
His comments — delivered as a microphone check for his weekly radio address and never intended for public 
consumption — were debated for weeks. This time, when Bush was deadly serious, hardly a word of criticism was 
heard, even from the antiwar Left. 

LIGHTNING ROD. Inside the Beltway, Bush's ability to stand above the political fray is even more noticeable. For 
months, congressional Republicans were furious about the Administration's unwillingness to push hard for some 
business tax breaks that were popular on the Hill. But they never blamed Bush. Instead, they hammered Treasury 
Secretary O'Neill — as if O'Neill somehow sabotaged the idea on his own. He may be a bit of a free spirit, but 
O'Neill doesn't decide legislative strategy. He has, however, become Bush's official economic lightning rod. 

Another example: Lawmakers, including many Republicans, are angry that the White House won't release 
information about contacts between corporate lobbyists, including some top Enron execs, and the White House's 
energy task force. 



















This dispute has become a major test of Congress' rights to obtain information from the White House. And it has 
the potential to embarrass GOP lawmakers, who will have to listen to Democrats accuse them of an Enron coverup 
if the task-force deliberations contain even a hint of anything embarrassing. 

Is anyone mad at Bush? Nope -- they've turned their wrath on Vice-President Dick Cheney. True, it was his task 
force. But the decision to withhold this information was Bush's. 

insulated. A lot of this has to do with September 11. Not all of it, however. Bush's lack of defensiveness certainly 
helps. He's an officeholder clearly comfortable inside his own skin. Also helping is the White House strategy of 
answering reporters' questions with a focused message that never varies. There's a reason for that: Bush, like his 
father, values loyalty above all else inside his Administration. Leaks, backdoor grumbling, and finger-pointing are 
never tolerated. 

At the same time, the most hot-button decisions are quietly announced by the departments or agencies, not by the 
White House and never by Bush himself. All of this insulates the President from the slightest whiff of failure or even 
controversy. 

It's a sweet spot to be in politically. Bush gets all the credit for what's good in America, but none of the blame for 
what isn't. Who knows if it will last. But for now, Democrats just can't seem to lay a glove on him. 


Gleckman is a senior correspondent in BusinessWeek 1 s Washington bureau. Follow his views every Tuesday in 
Washington Watch , only on BusinessWeek Online 
Edited by Douglas Harbrecht 
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Bush Defends Foreign Aid Plan 

Wed Mar 20, 3:53 AM ET 



News Stories 


By RON FOURNIER, AP White House Correspondent 

WASHINGTON (AP) - On the eve of his Latin American trip, President Bush ( news - web sites) is defending a $5 
billion foreign aid proposal that would require nations receiving the money to change their economic and political 
systems. 


Photos 



AP Photo 


"I'm not interested in funding corruption," the president said. 

"If a country thinks they're going to get aid from the United States, and they're stealing 
money, they're just not going to get it," Bush told several Latin American reporters on 
Tuesday. 

On Thursday, he opens a four-day trip to Mexico, Peru and El Salvador (news - web sites) . 


Bush chugged bottled water during the 30-minute White House interview as he discussed immigration, foreign aid, 
border security, misgivings about Venezuela's political stability and his hopes to help curb terrorism in Colombia. 


The president said he feared that the Senate might not pass legislation extending amnesty for illegal immigrants. The 
measure, which Bush had hoped to carry to Latin America as evidence of America's compassion, passed the House 
and is held up in the Democratic-controlled Senate. 


"I'm not confident they'll move on it. I am confident we've got the votes, but the problem is I haven't been confident 
they're going to move on many things these days," Bush said. "We've got a lot of bills out of the House but not much 
out of the Senate." 


On foreign aid, Bush said the aid package may not get a warm reception in all circles, "but it's the right thing to do." 

The initiative would provide about $1.7 billion the first year, about $3.3 billion in the second year and the full $5 
billion in the third and subsequent years. The money, which comes as an addition to current U.S. aid levels, is tied to 
reforms and would be rewarded to nations largely as grants rather than loans. 

Previewing his remarks at an economic summit in Mexico, Bush said the United States is obligated to help poor 
countries, but those nations have "a responsibility to rout out corruption. I think it makes no sense to give aid ... to 
countries that are corrupt, because you know what happens? The money doesn't help the people. It helps an elite 
group of leaders. 

"And that's not fair to the people of a particular country, nor is it fair to the taxpayers of the United States," Bush 













































said without naming any nations. 

Reflecting US. unease about one southern neighbor, Bush said Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez was not invited 
to attend trade talks in Peru because he does not support free trade. 


"Why have somebody there who's not in favor of what we're all trying to do?" Bush said. 

The administration is worried that Venezuela could become politically unstable. Chavez irked the administration 
when he questioned the war in Afghanistan (news - web sites) and, separately, visited Iraq, Libya and Cuba. 

We are concerned any time there is unrest in our neighborhood, and we're watching the situation very carefully," 
Bush said. This man was elected by the people, and we respect democracy in our country. And we hope he respects 
the democratic institutions within his own country." 

On another issue, Bush said he was looking at several ways to increase border security. His homeland security team 
recommended Tuesday that he ask Congress to remove the Customs Service from the Treasury Department (news - 
web sites ) and create a new agency in charge of securing America's porous borders. 

The Justice Department (news - web sites ) would oversee the new agency, which would take over enforcement 
activities of the embattled Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


Im exploring all options to make our borders more secure and more modern," he said. 
Aides said Bush was likely to accept the recommendation. 

He also: 


_Renewed his commitment to try to broaden American security assistance to Colombia beyond counternarcotics 
efforts as President Andres Pastrana deals with terror groups, saying, "We have no interest in committing ground 
troops, but we do want to help training, and we will do so." 

_Said America must accept some responsibility for the drug trade in Colombia and other Latin American nations, 
bo long as we got people in American using drugs," he said, "we're going to have people who will provide them." 

^ e , rican citizens would benefit from more trade with America. He said his message on the trip 
will be: Trade equals jobs." K 

_Urged economically strapped Argentina to enact economic reforms to earn the confidence of international lending 

institutions o 


On the Net: 

International Monetary Fund (news - web sites') information on individual countries: 
http://www.imf.org/extemal/country/ 
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